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This opinion contains indications relating to the followii^ items : 



[X] 


Box No. I 


Basis of the opinion 


[ ] 


Box No. II 


Priority 


[ ] 


Box No. Ill 


Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 


[1 


Box No. IV 


Lack of unity of invention 


[X] 


Box No. V 


Reasoned statement under Rule 43to.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supportmg such statement 


[ ] 


Box No. VI 


Certain documents cited 


[ ] 


Box No. VII 


Certain defects in the international application 


[X] 


Box No. VIII 


Certain observations on the international application 



KdSdfoSS^tional preliminaiy examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a ^v^t^en opmK.n of 
L SSSo^ Prcliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") exc^t that this does not apply where J^^l^itSe 
an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the InteraaOonal Bureau under Rule 



66.16is(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority wiU not be so considered 

If this opinion is. as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA. the applicant i 
to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 
date of mailing of Form PCT/lSA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the pnonty date, whichever expires 



later. 




For jEurther options, see Form PCT/ISA/220. 
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Box No. I Basis of this opinion 



I With regard to the language, this opinion has been established=on the basis of the international application in the 
language which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

r 1 This ooinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
. Sich is the language of a translation fomished for the purposes of mtemational search (under 
Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessaiy to 
the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of : 

a. type of material 

[ 1 a sequence listing 

[ ] table(s) related to the sequence listing 
K fonnat of material 

[ ] in written format 

[ ] in computer readable from 
c. time of filing/furnishing 

[ ] contained in the international application as filed, 

[ ] filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

[ ] furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3 1 lln addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table "i^^^ting thereto has 
filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additioiwl copies is identical to that m 
the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furmshed. 

4. Additional comments : 



Fonn PCT/ISA/237 (Box No. I) (January 2004) 



«7«n-rirw nnrMiON OP THF \ International application No. 

lNTERN^S!sT>Sc^^'g^HORm I PCT/CA2004/001885 

Box No. V reasoned statement under Rule 43A«.l(a)fi) with regard to novelty, inventive step or indnstri.1 
ap plicablUty; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Siatemeni 



Novelty (N) 


Claims 


1-15 


YES 




Claims 


none 


NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Claims 


1-15 


YES 




Claims 


none 


NO 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Claims 


M5 


YES 




Claims 


none 


NO 



1. 
1.1 



2. Citations and explanations : 

The subject matter of claim 1 is novel, satisfying the requirements of PCT Article 33(2). 
CA 2 274 328 (Dl) which is regarded as the closest prior art. discloses a dry filament winding Pfpcess which 
ovircoinef ofe?^^^^ filament fibres sliding off the mould durmg fil^^'^^J^^SjilXi and 

STdirectSrSving the same problem is characterized by wet windmg the resm coated fiIa™««2^J2s 
St,g yrJSunJerentLly around A 
method is not known from Dl 

1 2 CA 748,843 (D2) discloses a wet filament winding process where a smp is drawn from Jj^.^^^'f « 

wound iound a mandrel, where the reel routes around the mandrel. D2 is sdent on the problem of resm coated 
filament fibres sliding off the mould during filament winding. 

2. The subject matter of claim I also involves an inventive step, satisfying the requirements of PCT Article 33(4) 

2. 1 The improvement over prior art lies basically in the fact that the position and tension of resin impregnated 
filament is maintained by winding yam overlying the filament 

3. Claims 2-15 are dependent on claim 1 and concern particular embodiments of the objects disclosed in the claim, 
which are therefore likewise novel and inventive. 

4 The claims are directed to subject matter that is industrially applicable satisfying the requirements of PCT Article 
33(5). 
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International aiqtlication No. 

PCr/CA2004/001934 



Box No. Vlll Certain observations on the international application 

TT,e following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are 
fully supported by the description, are made : 

Claims 3 4 6-10 12 and 13 each lack a transitory portion between the preamble and main body of the claim 
SSSTeffei't^t^' a la A of clSty. It is suggestedd^t the word "wherein-, or an equivalent, be used as the 
transitory portion. 

Hence, claims 3. 4, 6-10. 12 and 13 do not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT. 

Paee 8 of the description uses language in the last paragraph that is not compliant with Article 6 1'^^^^'^'f"^ 
SiS3?y tStTextent of protection may be expanded in some vague and not precisely defined way are not 
permitted. 
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